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' DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1. In response to the office action from 5/16/2006, the appUcant has submitted an 
amendment, filed 8/1 1/2006, amendmg claims 10, 14, and 18, while arguing to traverse the art 
rejection based on the amended Umitations (Amendment, Pages 5-6). The appUcant's arguments 
have been fully considered, however, with respect to claims 10-13 and 15-17 are moot with 
respect to the new grounds of rejection in view of Comer et al (U.S. Patent: 5,845,300). 
Additionally, in response to the amendment, claims 14 and 18-19 are allowable over the prior art 
of record for the below given reasons. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive for the 
following reasons: 

With respect to Claim 10, the appUcant argues that Ruhl (U.S. Patent: 6,108,631) fails to 
teach displaying a selectable name as a function of a selection probability, stating that Riihl 
instead teaches that the selection probability is used only in searching (Amendment, Page 6). In 
response, the examiner notes that while Riihl does use likelihood sorting in a searching process, 
the search effectively determines which suggestions are provided to a user display (CoL 6, Line 
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42' Col 7, Line 17), Therefore, the displayed suggestions in Ruhl are effectively a function of 
the likelihood sorting criterion. 

The appUcant further argues that Ruhl teaches away from the presently claimed invention 
because he does not teach the output of a selection suggestion based on a partially-entered name 
(Amendment, Page 6). In response, the examiner points out that Ruhl does teach that a user may 
receive a suggestion for a partially input location name (partly entered (terminated) location 
name, Col 4, Lines 49-59), Thus, since Riihl specifically indicates that a user may receive a 
suggestion for a partly entered location name, Riihl does not teach away from the presently 
claimed invention. 

The applicant's arguments with respect to the amended features of claim 10 (Amendment, 
Page 6) have been fully considered, but are moot with respect to the new grounds of rejection in 
oiKxihl (as. Patent: 6,108,631) and Comer Qtoi (U.S. Patent: 5,845,300). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 10-13 and 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
RiM (US Patent: 6,108,631) in view of Comer etal (US Patent: 5,845,300). 

With respect to Claims 10, Ruhl discloses: 
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A storage unit for sorting names of at least one category of geographic information 
(navigation data memory, Col. 3, Lines 14-26; and Col. 6, Lines 17-35); 

An input unit for selecting a name (keyboard, microphone, or trackball, CoL 3, Lines 27- 
43; CoL 4, Lines 33-59; and Col 5, Lines 36-47); 

A display unit for supporting an entry (display device, CoL 3, Lines 44-49; and CoL 4, 
Lines 33-59); and 

A control unit for causing a selectable name to be displayed as a suggestion on the 
display unit as a function of a specified sorting criterion for the stored names of a category and as 
a ftinction of earlier entries for the selection of the name to be entered (displaying a list of 
possible locations on a display, Col 4, Lines 33-59; and frequency sorting criterion based on 
most frequently used locations and population, Col 6, Line 15- CoL 7, Line 7; CoL 1, Line 47- 
Col 2, Line 17), 

Wherein a selection probability of the names is used as a sorting criterion in the control 
unit (likelihood sorting criterion. Col 1, Line 47- Col 2, Line 17; and Col 6, Line 15- Col 7, 
Line 7j, and 

Wherein at least one of (a) at least one statistically collected information item and (b) an 
information item recorded by measurement concerning local characteristics of an area designated 
by a name is used as a measure for the selection probability (sorting criterion based on the 
population of a specific location, Col 6, Line 15- Col 7, Line 7; Col 1, Line 47- Col 2, Line 
17). 

Riihl further notes the ability of a user to input a partial name input (partly terminated 
input, Col 4, Lines 50-59), 
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Ruhl does not specifically suggest the ability of a user to decline a fu-st completed input 
suggestion in response to a partially input character string and enter a second character to receive 
a second completed input suggestion. The examiner notes, however, that such an ability is well 
known in the text processing art, as is evidenced by the Comer reference (Col 11, Lines 1-32; 
and Fig, 5). 

Riihl and Comer are analogous art because they are from a similar field of endeavor in 
text processing systems utilizing entry completion. Thus, it would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of invention, to modify the teachings of Riihl with the 
partial entry completion means taught by Comer in order to provide a means for dynamically 
generating a Ust of suggested completions (Comer, Col 2, Lines 50-54; and Col 3, Lines 16-24). 

With respect to Claim 11, Ruhl discloses: 

A population of a country designated by a country name is used as a measure of the 
selection probability of a country name (population of regions or locations, such as a country, 
used for sorting a list of such regions. Col 6, Lines 17-35). 

With respect to Claim 12, Riihl discloses: 

A population of one of a city and a town designated by the name is used as a measure of 
the selection probability of one of a city and town name (population-based search of a location 
as a city or town, Col 2, Lines 27-42). 

With respect to Claim 13, Ruhl discloses: 

A number of residents designated by a street name is used as a measure of the selection 
probability of a street name (population-based search of a location as a street. Col 2, Lines 27- 
42), 
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With respect to Claim 15, Ruhl discloses: 
The input unit contains input elements that are operated multiple times in succession without 
operation other input elements to enter a character assigned to an input element (use of only 
keyboard or speech recognizer elements multiple times in succession to enter characters in a 
navigation system application, Col 4, Lines 23-32; and Col 5, Lines 48-67). 

With respect to Claim 16, Riihl discloses: 

The input unit contains at least one input element operated in order to select one of a 
character to be entered and a name from a Ust of names, the input unit containing at least one 
additional input element using which the selection of one of the character and the name is 
confirmed (keyboard containing direction and acknowledgement keys, Col I, Lines 11-29; and 
Col 4, Lines 23-32), 

With respect to Claim 17, Ruhl discloses: 

The sorting criterion is selectable, names being sorted alphabetically according to a 
different sorting criterion (selectable frequency criterions that also utilize alphabetical sorting, 
Col 2, Lines 147-26; and Col 6, Lines 17-35). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 14 and 18-19 are allowable over the prior art of record. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 

With respect to Claims 14 and 18, the prior art of record fails to expUcitly teach or fairly 

suggest a motor vehicle navigation system that displays a suggested Ust of locations on a display 
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device in response to a partial user input based on a statistic selection probability criterion, 
wherein at least one of the following from a group consisting of (a) number of hotels, (b) the 
size of hotels, (c) a number of offices, (d) a number of train stations, and (e) a number of airports 
within an area is utilized as a measure for the selection probability. 

Although Riihl discloses a vehicle navigation system that displays a suggested Ust 
of locations based on a criterion, as noted above, Riihl does not utilize (a) number of hotels, (b) 
the size of hotels, (c) a number of offices, (d) a number of train stations, and (e) a number of 
airports within an area as such a criterion. 

Claim 19 further limits an allowable independent claim, and thus, is also allowable over 
the prior art of record. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the 
payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the issue 
fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance," 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is remmded of the extension of time poUcy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
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MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 136(a) will be calculated from the mailmg date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James S. Wozniak whose telephone number is (571) 272-7632. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th, 7:30-5:00, F, 7:30-4, Off Alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Hudspeth can be reached at (571) 272-7843. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or PubUc PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



James S. Wozniak 
9/27/2006 
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